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Palace Guard: Washington observers are — it 
is generally agreed —a thick-skinned lot, accus- 
tomed to the sordid realities of national politics 
concealed by the headlines and _ high-sounding 
comments of editorial writers. Nevertheless, even 
the most hardened watcher of the Washington 
scene displays some disgust with the efforts of the 
Palace Guard to get President Eisenhower to run 
again. 


In the past 20 years, the quadrennial exertions 
of these camarillas who surround (and usually 
shape the course of) presidents are a familiar 
phenomenon. No one who has once caught 
“Potomac fever” likes to relinquish power and the 
members of the Palace Guard (1953-5) are no 
different than their predecessors. On October 1, 
right after the President’s stroke, this column 
warned that this would be one of the big factors 
in the interregnum government. Not only power, 
but fear of the loss of a job —by some who might 
even, in these busy times, find it difficult to get 
another — prompt these denizens of the White 
House to work frantically to ensure continuance 
of their key positions. It is a genuine fear; few in 
the Capital doubt that if, for instance, Nixon would 
take over the reins of power, he would clean house 
in the White House. The prevailing suspicion of 
what the Guard is plotting was well expressed in 


a broadcast on November 8 by NBC commentator 
Earl Godwin. 


The indelicacy, not to mention cruelty, of these 
efforts to get a sick President to continue to bear 
the burdens of his high place has caused even 
some very cynical observers here to lift eyebrows. 


One “caper” — details of which have begun 
to leak out — is described as follows: The White 
House crowd worked on various private friends 
and social companions of the President, to persuade 
them to write letters to the President (when he 
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was in Denver) strongly expressing the hope that 
the ill Executive would run again. Some of these 
friends of Ike have yielded and, it is said, their 
letters suggested that only the President can main- 
tain the present high level of business prosperity 
and can save the “spirit of Geneva.” The Presi- 
dent’s reaction to such communications is not 
known. 


Off-Year Elections: The battle of words between 
Republican and Democratic chieftains over the 
election results leaves neither side predominant, 
although opinion in Washington is that the Demo- 
crats have more reason to feel happy. But, out of 
the indeterminate mess of statistics, some politica] 
observers prefer to give thoughtful consideration 
to two results — in Indiana and in Kentucky: 


(1) In the Hoosier state, the Democrats scored 
a big success by winning a large number of mayor- 
alty contests. Some Democrats interpreted this to 
mean that the agricultural area vote was on the 
warpath against the GOP administration. In the 
Capital and in Indianapolis, experts are inclined 
to discount such an assertion; they prefer to 
emphasize the split within the state GOP as a bigger 
factor in the Democratic victories. This split came 
to a climax in the past year and a half —with 
Ike Republicans pitted against old Taft-following, 
grass-roots conservatives. The former won and 
took over the top machinery of the party, with 
many rancors remaining. Thus, a line-up appeared 
—a state party leadership influenced from Wash- 
ington vs. a stubborn grass-roots, local-interest 
opposition. The result, it is claimed, weakened the 
GOP in Indiana and enabled the Democrats to 
win, The spectre looms — how widely will this 
classic split, conservatives vs. “liberal” leaders 
influenced by Washington, sway the countrywide 
voting next year in the general election? That is 
something for the GOP to eye with concern. 
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victory over the Republican candidate in Ken- 
tucky. No particular orchids to the Democrats for 
that. But today the new Governor does loom as 
a big potential power in the open field of Demo- 
cratic candidates for the presidential nomination 
race. Chandler’s record is that of a right-of-center 
politico who in the past has gone along with the 
Southern conservatives in the Democratic party. 
Thus, he adds strength to the element in the party 
which includes Lausche of Ohio and Shivers of 
Texas. The conservative forces thereby acquire 
more strength. 


Democratic Concern: Governor Frank J. 
Lausche scored a big victory in this week’s elec- 
tions in Ohio, when voters turned down — in 
referendum balloting — an amendment for supple- 
mental layoff pay and increased state unemploy- 
ment benefits. The amendment was demanded by 
the CIO to implement Reuther’s victory over the 
auto manufacturers on the question of a Guaranteed 
Annual Wage.  Lausche, who has consistently 
refused to play ball with the labor bosses, strongly 
condemned the measure. This Democratic Gover- 
nor, well liked by Taft followers, ranks as one of 
the biggest vote-getters in Ohio’s history. His 
triumph this week adds impetus to the growing 


national support for a “Lausche for President” 


movement next year. 


This situation clearly has the Democratic New 
Deal political chieftains very worried. Two weeks 
ago, conservative Democratic Senator Richard 
Russell launched the boom for Lausche to head 
the Democratic ticket, and several other Southern 
leaders chimed in. This is the reason why numer- 
ous “liberal” columnists greeted the idea with 
some rather sour prose, brushing off the Ohio 
Governor as a “lone wolf.” Since then these 
writers — actually pro-New Deal Democrats — 
have ignored the matter; they obviously don’t want 
to give any substance to a widespread popular 
interest in the Ohioan, because a Lausche candidacy 
for the nomination would present the Democratic 
Party with a very hot problem. 


In Who’s Who, Mr. Lausche lists himself in his 
biography as “Democrat. Catholic.” The Southern 


(2) Happy Chandler, as expected, won an éasy 


conservative Democrats, with Russeli as” their 
mouthpiece, by backing Lausche showed that the 
South no longer harbors the bigotry which proved 
such an obstacle to Governor Al Smith, Catholic, 
when he ran in 1928. Also, political observers in 
the Capital think that Lausche, if nominated on 
the Democratic ticket, would stand a much better 
chance than did Smith. The latter suffered not 
only from the religious issue, but also from the fact 
that he was a Tammany man and a “wet” at a 
time when Prohibition was a burning issue. 
Lausche is not connected with Tammany, indeed 
is opposed by city machines. ~And the liquor issue 
has disappeared. Lausche appeals to many labor 
union rank and file members who detest the labor 
bosses; it is no wonder that in Ohio he is regarded 
as a “friend of Taft.” Furthermore, it is believed 
he would rally the disgruntled McCarthyites. Some 
national observers believe that Lausche, if nomi- 
nated on the Democratic ticket, could sweep the 
country, even if Eisenhower were running. 


In a presidential year, when the Democrats 
(even if Ike does not run) still face a big problem 
in overcoming the “peace and prosperity” cry of 
the GOP, he would seem a logical choice — if it 
were not for the opposition to him by the labor 
bosses. The labor union hierarchy controls or has 
great influence on many big-city state delegations 
to the convention. The labor bosses will un- 
doubtedly oppose the Ohioan. Yet, cravenly bow- 
ing to labor boss rule, the Democrats might well 
lose many normally Democratic voters in urban 
areas, where the Republicans are reportedly gain- 
ing strength. Therein lies the Democratic dilemma 
—which is worrying not only the Democratic 
columnists but also the Democratic politicos who 
will have to choose the candidate at the conven- 
tion next summer. 


Israel-Egypt Crisis: Whatever the news stories 
and editorials may say about the Israel-Egypt 
crisis, the domestic political implications are 
prominent in all private discussions on the matter 
here in Washington. Whether the way the United 
States guides the policy will offend or satisfy the 
large Jewish vote in the key state of New York 
next year—that is the question, as the vote- 





















getting politicos see it. So far, it’s not favorable 
for the Republicans. Such’ political overtones 
should surprise no one. There was, little said in 
public in 1947-8, but what was. privately said 
behind the scenes is now a matter of public record, 
due to publication of the Forrestal Diaries and 
other works. James G. Forrestal was Secretary 
of Defense under Truman in the election year 1948 
and sought to take the whole Middle East question 
out of politics by a bipartisan agreement. He failed, 
and has left a record of his failure in his Diaries. 


In a book, What Price Israel, by Alfred Lilien- 
thal (published by Henry Regnery Company, 20 
West Jackson Blvd., Chicago 4, Ill., $3.95) which 
we have mentioned. previously, the author relates 
the story quoting from the Diaries of Forrestal, 
whose life was shortened by this and other con- 
flicts within the Truman Executive. “One of the 
staunchest advocates of a strong pro-Israel policy 
was at that time the newly elected Congressman, 
Franklin D. Roosevelt, Jr. Forrestal told young 
Roosevelt of his present efforts and of the ‘methods 
used by people outside of the executive branch of 
the Government to bring coercion and duress on 
other nations of the General Assembly which 
bordered closely on to scandal’ [quoted in 
Diaries|. FDR,.Jr., said it was impossible to get 
the two parties to agree not to press the issue and 
that ‘the Democratic Party would be bound to lose 
and the Republican to gain by such an agreement.’ 
Forrestal’s significant answer was: ‘I think it is 
about time that somebody should pay some con- 
sideration to whether we might not lose the United 
States.’ ” 


Aid To Education: What is wrong with the 


current propaganda picture of the school situation 
—a picture of overcrowded classrooms, localities 
lacking funds, underpaid school teachers, scanty 
building programs, etc., etc.? That question is 





Letter from LEE H. BRISTOL, President, 
Bristol-Myers Company: “I am a constant reader 
of HUMAN EVENTS. I believe it does a good job 
of reflecting a viewpoint not to be found anywhere 
else.” 











answered: by those.'who read the preliminary 
statistics: of state school systems, published by the 
Federal Department of Health, Education and Wel- 
fare. The statistics include a survey of 1953-4 
which shows that as compared with two years 
previously (1951-2), pupil enrollment has risen 
over 8 per cent. At the same time, money spent 
for building and equipment jumped 41 per cent. 
This—as seen in Washington — destroys the 
gloomy picture of skimpy building appropriations. 
At the same time, teachers’ salaries rose over 10 
per cent. 


In other words, localities have been putting their 
shoulders to the wheel, in building and staffing 
schools at an increasing pace, while socialistic 
zealots — intent on Federal aid to and control 
over schools —have sought to place the burden 
on the Federal Government. This more accurate 
picture of what really has been going on rein- 
forces the growing feeling that the people have 
been receiving a false version of what is actually 
the real situation as to school facilities from the 
propagandists for Federal Aid to Education. 
Earlier this year, the Department of Health, Edu- 
cation and Welfare released a forecast of a short- 
age of 407,000 classrooms by 1960. However, the 
figures were so widely challenged that, after a 
checkup, a correction was made, reducing the 
alleged shortage to 176,000 classrooms. 


But — it is now asked here — is this latter 
figure also accurate? For the latest Federal report 
showing generous outlays of spending and enroll- 
ment by localities really “dates.” It dates actually 
from 1953-4. The Indianapolis Star examining 
the matter comments on the time lag in statistics 
and wants to know what ‘the current figures for 
1955 indicate. The Star points out that when Con- 
gress next session is asked to act on Federal aid 
to education, such action will be on the basis of 
figures of two years ago, which will be then near- 
ing three years of age. The Star comments: “In a 
situation which the department’s own figures show 
to be rapidly changing, this procedure does not 
make sense. The department owes it to the adminis- 
tration, the Congress and to the nation to provide 


- currently accurate information on the school situa- 









tion, rather than information and conclusions 


based on conditions of three to five years ago.” 


Washington finds this comment particularly 
pertinent this month, as the date (December 1) 
of the White House “loud-speaker” Conference 
on Education approaches. This meeting — believed 
to be heavily weighted with pro-Federal aid advo- 
cates — will seek to make a recommendation on 
the basis of figures which are rapidly changing, 
as noted in the Federal report mentioned above. 


Hoover: Yesterday at the tomb of the Unknown 
Soldier in Arlington, across the Potomac from 
Washington, former President Herbert Hoover 
uttered these words: “We dedicate ourselves again 
to maintain that pride in our nation which surges 
from a thousand rills of heroic deeds, of sacrifice 
and its mighty stream of achievement. Those who 
fought and died had no belief that patriotism was 
a sin and pride in nation was an evil. They marched 
with our flag before their eyes and our national 
anthem on their lips.” 


The Christmas gift that will be most appreciated 


by your conservative friends is a subscription to 
HUMAN EVENTS. 


Five Amendments: Can the five amendments 
described in the article section of this issue of 
HUMAN EVENTS be passed? A certain Senator 
who read proofs of the article says, “Yes,” adding: 
“Let me remind you of the campaign that stopped 
Roosevelt’s Supreme Court Packing bill.” 


After the 1936 Democratic landslide, Roosevelt 
said he wanted a Court that would “cooperate.” 
He wanted Justices with whom he could confer 


about his great plans for social and economic 
reform. 


Roosevelt expected only nominal opposition to 
his court-packing proposal. After all, there were 
only 12 Republicans in the Senate and 89 Republi- 
cans in the House. But Democrats like Senators 
Wheeler, Burke, Glass and Byrd reacted violently 


against his proposal. They set out to organize 
the Senate opposition. 


The defeat of court-packing occurred only partly 
because of the courage of a dozen leading Senators. 
There were many “waverers” whose vote depended 
on the sentiment back home. Frank E. Gannett, 
to build up grass-roots opposition, organized the 
Committee for Constitutional Government with Dr. 
Edward Rumely in charge. The Committee flooded 
this country with leaflets — by the millions. As a 
result, the anti-packing mail to members of Con- 
gress consistently exceeded the pro-packing mail — 
even after Roosevelt’s two radio addresses appeal- 
ing for support. 3 


Said the Senator: “If court-packing — with the 
odds so overwhelming in FDR’s favor —can be 
defeated, the five amendments necessary to pre- 
serve our constitutional liberties can be passed.” 


Between Covers: The American Mercury for 
November contains a sensational article entitled 
“The Foreign Aid Sieve” by Robert Donlevin. The 
article documents — for the first time — “the fan- 
tastic truth that the very countries that assert the 
duty of the United States to help them with capital 
investments have been pouring hundreds of millions 
of dollars a year into the politically and economi- 
cally secure United States capital market. The 
total amount of capital that has fled from countries 
receiving our aid or that has been invested by their 
nationals in private gold hoards may even exceed 
the total amount of our foreign aid since 1954 — a 
whopping $50 billion.” 
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FIVE AMENDMENTS ARE NEEDED 
“To Preserve Our Constitutional Liberties 


> By James L. Wick. 


HE Most eeeieiae c > of a conserva- 

tive victory in 1956 would be the proposal to 

the states and the ratification by 36 legislatures 

of five amendments to the Constitution. The five 

amendments must be approved if the 20-year 
erosion of the Constitution Is to be! stopped. 


The Mundt-Coudert Amendment would cut 
down the abnormal power of New York State and 
New York City to determine the presidential nomi- 
nations of both parties.. With 266 electoral votes 
necessary to elect a President, 45.can be obtained 


from New York. The NewYork plurality can be . 


obtained only by catering to several special inter- 
est pressure blocs — whose influence therefore be- 
comes 10°to 100 times that of the-same number 
of persons in other states. 

Under the present state unit system of counting 
electoral votes, the Empire State is well-nigh in- 
dispensable to the Republicans; no Republican 
since Rutherford B. Hayes has been elected to the 
White House without New York. The Democrats 
have won twice without it — Wilson in 1916 and 
Truman in 1948 — because they carried enough 
offsetting Southern States. 

The Republican party is primarily the party of 
the region west of the Hudson River — of the 
farms and small towns, and_ the cities under 
400,000. Its support comes from the middle class, 
the thrifty and the self-reliant, the one-third of 
union membership who, in the interest of their chil- 
dren, takes the long-term view; in brief, Repub- 
licans tend to be those who believe in the Judeo- 
Christian concept of individual responsibility. 

The existing system puts the GOP. in an. un- 
natural position in presidential years. Its. presi- 
dential nominee and platform must be acceptable to 
a large enough number in New York City to carry 
the state. Yet New York City really belongs to. the 
New Deal which gets the bulk of its vote from big 
city machine-controlled blocs. . These voters go to 
the polls docilely to pull the levers as ordered by 
the labor and political bosses; 95. per cent can not 
name even the Congressman representing them. 

The Mundt-Coudert amendment would — as now 
— give each state the number of electors equal to 
its delegation in Congress. But those electors 
would be chosen in the same manner as the Sen- 
ators and Representatives are‘ elected. 


The. Presidential nominees who get state-wide. 
pluralities would be given two electors to corre® 
spond to: the two Senators. The nominees would 
also get the elector from each Congressional dis- 
trict in which they poll a plurality. (This system 
was in existence from 1789 until the Administra- 
tion of Andrew Jackson.) 

Under this method, the power of the Big City 
states in national conventions would be greatly re- 
duced. The electoral system would be brought into 
conformity with the Constitution which makes all 
states equal in the Senate and gives them House 
membership in ratio to their population. The 
President and the Congress elected with him would 
derive their offices from the same constituencies. 


The Reed-Dirksen Amendment would limit 
income taxes to a maximum rate of 25 per cent — 
except when three-fourths of each house of Con- 
gress vote for a higher rate. In that case, how- 
ever, if the bottom rate exceeds 25 per cent, the 
top rate cannot be more than 15 percentage — 
higher than the bottom rate. 

Today the revenue that comes from the indi- 
vidual income tax rates above the 35 per cent 
mentioned above amounts to only $2.4 billion — 
out of more than $60 billion collected in federal 
tax revenues. 

The Reed-Dirksen amendment also would de- 
prive Congress of the power to impose death and 
gift taxes and would leave these: sources of reve- 
nue to the states where they belong. Competition 
among the states would tend to keep the rates 
within reasonable bounds. The revenue derived 
from these taxes is only one per cent of the total 
federal budget — enough to pay the government’s 
expenses for no more than three days. 


The argument for a limitation upon the taxing 
power of the federal government has been well 
stated by Congressman Ralph W. Gwinn: 

“Since the beginning of our country, the states 
have been limited generally in what they could 
take from the people in taxes. The counties are all 
limited. They can take only 2 or 3 per cent of 
the assessed valuation for local governmental pur- 
poses. Generally, the cities are limited, too. 
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or Milwaukee and go to sleep at night knowing 
that he cannot do much to hurt you. The citizens 
have drawn the old purse strings tight and lim- 
ited the borrowing, taxing, spending, and corrup- 
tion of the local governments. 

“So the only sure way you can reduce the bur- 
dens and corruption in the federal government is to 
reduce the size and functions of government itself 
and the amount it can spend. Until then, it will re- 
main in corruption, unlimited, because the welfare 
state is by its very nature’corrupt. We must rede- 
fine the constitutional limitations so that even if 
we should elect a Socialist President, we can still 
sleep in peace at night. Unfortunately, it isn’t 
possible now. 

“For 125 years, up to 1916, Presidents were 
limited. The federal government could not even 
levy an income tax. It had to live by excise taxes 
and tarifis. But in 1913, a new kind of constitu- 
tional amendment was passed which for the first 
time in our history extended, instead of further 
limiting, the power of government to tax and spend. 

“‘All amendments to the Constitution except this 
Sixteenth Amendment are designed to restrict and 
tie down the federal government rather than en- 
large its power. The counterrevolution against 
hard-won constitutional liberty in America started 
in 1913. Now little is left of the constitutional 
limitations on government except the Bill of Rights. 
The unrestricted power to tax has destroyed them. 
We have now an unlimited welfare state instead 
of a limited constitutional Republic. 


“As we look back, it becomes crystal clear 
that the real genius of our form of government 


was the limitation on what government could 


do. It was not representative government, or 
the checks and balances so much talked about. 
it was not popular voting. Jefferson pointed it 
out so well when he said, ‘Do not talk to me 
about the integrity of public officials: I say: 
chain the politicians to the limitations of the 
Constitution itself.’ 


“So the authors of the American constitution 


chained the federal politicians to make sure the 
individual might be free.” 


The Byrd-Bridges Amendment would require 
Congress to impose federal taxes sufficient to pro- 
vide revenues at least equal to the appropriations 
except in time of war declared by the Congress or 
when the U.S. is engaged in open hostility against 
an external enemy. 

The object is to make illegal the unbalanced 
budget which is the cause of inflation, the most 
unjust of all forms of taxation. 


The Bricker Amendment would prevent treaties 
er other international agreements from having any 
force or effect if they conflict with any provision of 
the Constitution. A treaty and other international 


“You can elect a Socialist mayor of. Bridgeport 


agreement would not become a part of our internal 
law unless implemented by appropriate ‘legislation. 

Frank E. Holman, former president of the Amer- 
ican Bar Association, summed up the case for the 
Bricker amendment in this paragraph: 

“During recent years, by changes in judicial 
concept (both of Courts and jurists) and by 
changed concepts in the international point of 
view, ‘treaty law’ has become omnipotent, a kind of 
Frankenstein which can change and. even destroy 
the liberties of the American people and their form 
of government. Thus, the need for a constitutional 
amendment is self-evident — except, of course, to 
those who believe (honestly or otherwise) that the 
American constitutional system and American inde- 
pendence are outmoded and, in the interest of man- 
kind, in general, should yield to some form of 
world government. This is the choice and the issue.” 

The parliamentary strategy to pass the Bricker 
amendment was blocked in the Senate by one vote 
because the President, who under the Constitution, 
has no authority on the subject of amendments, in- 
dicated his disapproval. Senator Ferguson voted 
against the Bricker amendment, apparently, be- 
cause he wanted a Presidential appointment in case 
he was defeated for re-election. Ironically, he lost 
— by an eyelash — because of the angry GOP 
stay-at-home reaction to his vote against the Bricker 
amendment. However, he did get the appoint- 
ment; he is now Ambassador to the Philippines. 


The Reed-Walter Amendment would permit 
the Constitution to be amended entirely by action 
— both proposal and ratification — by three- 
fourths of the state legislatures — completely by- 
passing Gongress. It seems certain that the five 
amendments discussed in this article will get the 
approval of 36 legislatures if they are given a 
chance to vote on them. 


T 1S HEARTENING——-and symptomatic of the 
trend —to discover that literally hundreds of 
conservative political organizations have spon- 
taneously sprung into being in the last three or 
four years and that most of them in the last three 
months have voted to crusade fer ‘‘The Five 
Amendments."’ 

To return America to rule by the people — by 
ALL the people, rather than principally by the 
special interest pressure groups in the Big City 
states——‘‘The Five Amendments’? must become 
part of the Constitution —and soon! 

Additional copies of this 2-page Section: 6 for $1; 10 for $1.50; 50 for 


$5.50; 100 for $10; 500 for $20; 1,000 for $30. In quantities of 5,000 
or more, $20 per thousand. 
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